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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This Office Action is response to the communication filed 
on 03/05/04 in application 09/966,245. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC $ 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not 
identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 
of this title, if the differences between the subject matter 
sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time 
the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall 
not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable Runyan et al (US Patent 6,546,547 hereafter 
referred to as Harris) in view of Dutta et al (US Publication 
Number 20040015950 Al hereafter referred to as Dutta) . 
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As per claim 1: 

Runyan substantially teaches the invention. Runyan teaches: 

- a method for tracking acceptance/regression testing of 
sotware [abstract, col. 1, lines 5-11] via a nework [col, 
1, lines 15-20] ; 

comprising: 

- receiving data representing a function of the software 
[abstract] to be tested [col. 5, lines 9-14]; 

- storing the data representing the function of the 
software [abstract] be tested in an acceptance/regression 
testing database [col. 10, lines 29-54]; 

- receiving an identifier of a technician assigned to test 
the function [col. 8,. lines 4-20]; 

- storing the identifier in the acceptance/regression 
testing tracking database [abstract, col. 10, lines 29-54] 

- receiving an indication of a result of the technician's 
testing of the function [abstract, col. 8, lines 26-33]. 

Runyan does not explicitly teach: 

- storing the indication in the acceptance testing tracking 
database . 

However, Runyan does disclose capability of: 
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- a functional program testing, regression testing, final 
(i.e., acceptance) testing, and fix procedure via a network 
[abstract] ; 

- write report to log file [fig* 5, col. 9, lines 43-49]. 



In addition, Dutta does explicitly disclose capability of: 

- A method and implementation for testing and providing 
upgraded versions of application program [abstract, col. 1, 
par. 0001] via a network [col. 4, claim 1] comprising: 

- data stored and saved based on data analysis and data 
acceptance [col. 3, par. 0026] . 

- save test result in persistent medium [col. 4, par. 
0027] . 



Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of Applicant's invention 
to apply the Dutta' s data stored and saved based on data 
analysis and data acceptance capability in conjunction with the 
Runyan' s functional program testing, regression testing, final 
(i.e., acceptance) testing, and fix procedure via a network in 
maximizing the functional software testing among client/server 
environment . 
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One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated 
to do so to provide the client/server's tracking 
acceptance/regression testing of software with mechanism to 
improve data availability and integrity in ensuring data 
upgrading performing accuracy as much as possible including new 
software version, data access authorization, data tracking, 
etc. . . That is by utilizing this approach; first, any error or 
failure occurred in the client/server system can be identified, 
detected, corrected (i.e., bug-fixing/ Runyan, col. 1, lines 
24) , and upgraded via data tracking and testing of 
acceptance/regression software (e.g., Object Oriented 
Programming (OOP), Runyan, col. 1, line 26], 

As per claims 2-3: 

Runyan further teaches: 

- data representing a function of the software to be tested 
is received 

from a vendor [col. 4, lines 55-62]; 
— from a client of a vendor [col. 10, lines 20-23]* 

Dutta further teaches: 

- data representing a function of the software to be tested 
is received 
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-- from a vendor [col. 1, par. 0006]; 

— from a client of a vendor [col. 1, par. 0007]. 



As per claims 4-6 : 

Runyan substantially teaches the invention. Runyan teaches: 
- a method for tracking acceptance/regression testing of 
software [abstract, col. 1, lines 5-11] via a nework [col. 
1, lines 15-20] . 



Runyan does not explicitly teach: 

- a ticket number is a unique sequential number. 



However, Runyan does disclose capability of: 

- a functional program testing, regression testing, final 
(i.e., acceptance) testing, and fix procedure [abstract] of 
software release numbering scheme and identifier [fig. 6A- 
6C] ; 

- test configuration [fig. 9]; 

- testing based on device type in a given vendor's or 
customer's testing [col. 10, lines 20-23]. 

- a unique test identifier [col. 8, lines 65 through col. 
9, lines 23] . 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of Applicant's invention 
to realize that the Runyan' s functional program testing, 
regression testing, final (i.e., acceptance) testing, and fix 
procedure of software release numbering scheme and identifier 
among client/server environment would have been included such a 
ticket number is a unique sequential number since Runyan' s test 
configuration, a unique test identifier, and device type testing 
do obviously must have such sequential number in order to 
performing the software testing. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated 
to do so to provide the client/server's tracking 
acceptance/regression testing of software with mechanism to 
assign and track each of functional software testing. By 
utilizing this approach, new software version can be upgraded 
and track thoroughly end-to-end process. 

As per claims 7 and 15: 

Runyan substantially teaches the invention. Runyan teaches: 
- a method for tracking acceptance/regression testing of 
sotware [abstract, col. 1, lines 5-11] via a nework [col. 
1, lines 15-20] ; 

comprising: 
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- receiving an indicator of a severity of a function to be 
tested [abstract, col. 9, lines 53-65; 

- storing the indicator of severity of the function in the 
database [col. 9, lines 50-51]. 

- a computer-readable medium containing computer-executable 
instruction for performing the method [col. 12, lines 44- 
60] . 

As per claim 8: 

Runyan substantially teaches the invention. Runyan teaches: 

- a method for tracking acceptance/regression testing of 
software [abstract, col. 1, lines 5-11] via a nework [col. 
1, lines 15-20] ; 

comprising: 

Runyan does not explicitly teach: 

- the communication network is an intranet. 

However, Runyan does disclose capability of: 

- the communication network is an internet [col. 2, line 

62] . 

- local area network (LAN) and wide area network (WAN) 
[col. 1, linesl5-20] . 
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- network switches and router 
1, lines 42-65] . 
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for specific networking [col. 



Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of Applicant' s invention 
to realize that the Runyan' s software testing via LAN, WAN, 
Internet, and other specific networks would have been included 
such intranet as claimed by Applicant* This is because the 
intranet is a closed network connected via switches and router 
for its specific networking environment. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated 
to do so to provide the client/server's tracking 
acceptance/regression testing of software with mechanism to 
provide a high reliability and integrity testing via a closed 
network such intranet communication environment. By utilizing 
this approach, new software version can be upgraded and track 
securely. 



As per claims 9-14: 

Runyan further teaches: 

- data representing a function of the software to be tested 
is received 

— from a vendor [col, 4, lines 55-62]; 
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-- from a client of a vendor [col, 10, lines 20-23]. 

- geographically diverse users [col. 4, lines 20-26]; 

Runyan does not explicitly teach: 

- an authorized group for access to tracking application. 

However, Runyan does disclose capability of: 

- a functional program testing, regression testing, final 
(i.e., acceptance) testing, and fix procedure via a network 
[abstract] ; 

- write report to log file [fig. 5, col. 9, lines 43-49]; 

- customer monitoring the software testing [col. 4, lines 
53-67] . 

In addition, Dutta further teaches: 

- data representing a function of the software to be tested 
is received 

— from a vendor [col. 1, par. 0006]; 

— from a client of a vendor [col. 1, par. 0007]. 

- user access to application [col. 4, claim 4], 



Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of Applicant's invention 
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to apply the Dutta' s user access to application based on data 
analysis and data acceptance capability in conjunction with the 
Runyan' s customer monitoring the software testing among 
client/server environment to enhance the software testing 
security including access control and authorization. 
One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do 
so to provide the client/server's tracking acceptance/regression 
testing of software with mechanism to ensuring end-to-end data 
integrity and security via traversing intranet and/or internet 
networking environment. That is by utilizing this approach, only 
authorized user can access and perform testing and tracking 
application. 

As per claims 16-18: 

Due to the similarity of claims 16-18 to claims 1-15 except 
for a system for tracking acceptance/regression [abstract] 
testing comprising client/server environment [Runyan, col. 1, 
lines 50], receiving data, storing data, etc... instead of a 
method for tracking acceptance/regression testing comprising 
client/server environment, receiving data, storing data, etc; 
therefore, these claims are also rejected under the same 
rationale applied against claims 1-15. In addition, all of the 
limitations have been noted in the rejection as per claims 1-15. 
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Conclusion 



4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is 
considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

5. A shortened statutory period for response to this action is 
set to expired THREE (3) months, ZERO days from the date of this 
letter. Failure to respond within the period for response will 
cause the application to be abandoned. 35 U.S.C. 133, 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Dieu-Minh 
Le whose telephone number is (703)305-9408. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday - Thursday from 8:30 AM to 6:30 
PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Robert Beausoliel can 
be reached on (703)305-9713, The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 
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